The relationship of mutual control and balance between state institutions gives an opportunity for the emergence of the dispute about the authority of state institutions, especially the dispute about the constitutional authority. In relation to a dispute about authority of state institutions given by the 1945 constitution, a judicial institution is used to resolve the dispute. That judicial institution is the Constitutional Court. The court can evaluate the subjectum litis and objectum litis from the dispute about the authority of state institutions. Therefore that matter will be resolved definitively by the verdict of the Constitutional Court where the verdict is permanent and binding, then later it will become a jurisprudence, and it will be used as a reference. There are eight verdicts of the Constitutional Court related to disputes about the authority of state institutions which are related to the subjectum litis and objectum litis, such as: The verdict of The Consitutional
I. INTRODUCTION
The amandement of the 1945 constitution which has been started since 1999 until 2002 is one of the demands of the reform movement in 1998. The amandement of the 1945 constitution has fundamentally changed the structure of the state administration which implicates the position and the relation between state institutions. To understand the definition, the concept, and the institutionalization, it needs to be based on the new paradigm of the new system of the state administration which has been realized in the 1945 Constitution as the manifestation from the will of the people and the idea of democracy. In the concept of separation of powers, the principle of checks and balances between the authorities is considered as the essential and fundamental aspect.
Based on the constitutionalism, the principle of separation of powers aims to limit the power of a state so it is expected to avoid the domination of one power over another one, to avoid the subjection and any arbitrary action by the authorities.That principle becomes characteristic of constitutionalism and becomes the main role of the constitution, so the possibility for arbitrariness can be controlled and minimized. The authority given by the 1945 constitution is not only a textual authority but also an authority which is implicitly part of the principal authority and an authority which is used to run the principal authority. According to the Constitutional Court, based on the 1945 constitution, a legislator is authorized to establish a state institution and also authorized to give an authority to that institution. If the establishment of a state institution and the authority to give an authority to that institution as it is mentioned in the law is against the 1945 constitution, the Constitutional Court can do a judicial review of a constitution towards the 1945 constitution. Moreover, the establishment of a law can also establish a state institution and give an authority to that institution, although it is not ordered by the 1945 constitution. Therefore, not all authority given by the law has to be understood as an authority which is ordered by the 1945
Constitution.
From the existence of various state institutions in Indonesia, there might be many things happen during the implementation of a state institution with other state institutions, a dispute for instance. Based on the previous explanation, the problem that will be discussed is the analysis of subjectum litis and objectum 
II. DISCUSSION
In relation to the authority between state institutions, there are many potential disputes that might occur and require attention. The potential disputes are caused by the unclear laws and regulations governing functions, roles, and an authority of an institution which results various interpretation due to the unclear laws and regulations of state institutions. 4 The implications of check and balances mechanisms in a relation between state institutions on the same level during the implementation of the authority of each state institution might rise a dispute when interpreting the 1945 constitution. If the dispute occurs, an independent organ which is given an authority to resolve that dispute is needed.
In a state administration system adopted by the constitution, the mechanism of resolving a dispute about that authority is given to a state insitution called a Constitutional Court. 
Subjectum Litis
Article 24 there are two requirements has to be fulfilled, those are the constitutional authority decided by the Constitution and the dispute is a result from the differences of interpretation between two or more related state constitutions.
In a concept of positive staatsrecht, a state institution is the state's organ which is usually ruled / become the content of the constitution of a country.
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The first requirement is the subjectum litis or having a legal standing to file a petition to the Constitutional Court. Related to subjectum litis, it is required that the state institution needs to be the institution directly mentioned in the institutions whose authority is given by the law. Therefore, this matter will be decided definitively in the verdict of the Constitutional Court whose verdict is permanent and binding, and later will become a jurisprudence and will be used as reference.
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To determine the subjectum litis or the objectum litis of a dispute about a state institution whose authority is given by the 1945 Constitution, the Constitutional Court does grammatische interpretatie (interpeting the grammatical aspect). According to the Constitutional Court, the use of a phrase "a dispute about an authority" before the phrase "state institutions"
has an important meaning, since the nature of the Article 24C paragraph (1) of the 1945 Constitution is indeed "the dispute about an authority" or "what is being disputed", not about "who are in the dispute (parties who are involving in the dispute)". The phrase "state institution" in Article 24C paragraph (1) of the 1945 Constitution needs to be correlated each other and can not be separated with the phrase "whose authority is given by the constitution".
By formulating the sub-clause "state institutions whose authority is given by the constitution", implicitly there is a statement "the state institutions whose authority is not given by the constitution ". Therefore, in determining the subjectum litis or the objectum litis of a dispute about the authority of state institutions whose the authority is given by the 1945 Constitution, the authorities given by the Constitution need to be defined/determined first,
then determine to what institutions those authorities are given.
In interpreting the authority from the 1945 Constitution, the Constitutional Court states that the Constitutional Court is not only doing the textual interpretation of the provision of the 1945 Constitution which gives authorities to the particular state instituttion, but also there will be possibilities of other implicit authorities which can be found in the primary authorities and other authorities needed (necessary and proper) in order to run those primary authorities which might be included in a law. However, not all authorities given by the law has to be interpreted as authorities which are ordered by the Constitution.
III. VERDICTS OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL COURT IN RELATION TO THE

REQUIREMENTS OF SUBJECTUM LITIS AND OBJECTUM LITIS IN A DISPUTE ABOUT AN AUTHORITY OF STATE INSTITUTION
The following are explanations about verdicts of the Constitutional Court related to the requirements of subjectum litis and objectum litis in a dispute about authorities of state institutions: In relation to the case, the Court has formulated "a dispute about the authority of state institutions whose authority is given by the constitution" needs to be understood that the main point of the formula is about the "authority". Therefore, based on the formula, the objectum litis of a dispute about the authority is "the authority about something". In relation to "who holds the authority" or the one who is given the authority will be found The phrase "state institution" in Article 24C paragraph (1) of the 1945 constitution has to be related each other and can not be separated with the phrase "whose authority is given by the constitution". By the existent of the formulation "state institutions whose authority is given by the constitution", implicitly the phrase "state institutions whose authority is not given by the constitution" is approved. Therefore, the definition of a state institution has to be understood as general and the phrases "state institutions whose authority is given by the constitution" and "state institutions whose authority is not given by the constitution" can be distinguished. Therefore, the Court argued that a dispute between the Petitioner and the Respondent III is not a dispute about the authority of a state institution whose authority is given by the constitution as it is mentioned by the Article 24C of the 1945 Constitution. 18 The Consideration of the Constitutional Court, it states that: "According to the Constitutional Court, the object of disputed authority of the case is the authority of the Petitioner to purchase 7% of the share of PT. Newmont Nusa Tenggara, where it is the derviation authority from the attribution authority mentioned by the 1945 Constitution. Therefore, the disputed authority by the Petititoner a quo is an authority that can be the object of a dispute in a Dispute over the Authority of State Institutions. Since the Respondent I is considered has violated the implementation of the authority, therefore there was an object of disputed authority betweeb tge Petitioner and Respondent I, so it fulfilled the objectum litis in a case a quo. According to the previous explanation, the Constitutional Court assesses that since the purchase of the divestment above using the fund from the 
IV. CONCLUSIONS
To determine the subjectum litis of a dispute about state institutions, thoroughness is needed since there are institutions whose names are explicitly mentioned in the provision and some others are only mentioned by its function.
There are institutions or organs whose name, function, or the authority which will be governed by a lower level regulation. An authority which is not clearly mentioned in a constitution but it is necessary to run its constitutional authority given explicitly is an authority which is given by the constitution, although it is then clearly explained in a law as the implementation of the 1945 Constitution.
The regulation of a material of an authority does not automatically make it become a non-constitutional authority. On the other hand, if an authority is mentioned in a law, it does not mean that the law becomes the source of that authority. The problem is whether that authority is inherent or not, and the authority needs to be realized as it is clearly assigned by the constitution.
From several verdicts of the Constitutional Court above, it can be concluded, first, the Court can assess the subjectum litis and objectum litis of a dispute about authority of state institutions by using the Article 61 of Law of the Constitutional Court which covers the following points:
(1) The petitioner is state institutions whose authority is given by the 1945 Constitution of the State of the Republic of Indonesia which has direct interest toward the disputed authority. (2) The petitioner needs to clearly elaborate the petition related to its direct interest, elaborate the disputed authority, and clearly elaborate the state institutions who become the respondent.
Based on the Article 61 of Law of the Constitutional Court mentioned above, it can be concluded as follow: a) Both the petitioner and the respondent are state institutions whose authorities are given by the 1945 constitution; b) There is a disputed constitutional authority filed by the petitioner and the respondent, where the constitutional's authority of the petitioner is taken over and/or intervented by the respondent; c) The petitioner needs to have direct interest toward the disputed constitutional authority.
Therefore, the authority of the court and the legal standing of the petitioner cannot be separated. The incomplete one of the three cumulative requirements above in a petition makes the court does not have any authority to conduct a hearing of a petition. The second, in relation to the assessment of subjectum litis in a formal juridical manner, the Constitutional Court is authorized to resolve the dispute about authority of state institutions given by the 1945 constitution
